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Detailed Action 

Status of Claims: 

Claims 1-4,9,13-14,16-17,21 -30 are pending in this Office Action. 

Claims 1, 14, 17, 30 are amended. 

Claims 5-8, 10-12, 15, 18-20 remain cancelled. 

The claims and only the claims form the metes and bounds of the invention. "Office 
personnel are to give claims their broadest reasonable interpretation in light of the supporting 
disclosure. In re Morris, 127 F.3d 1048, 1054-55, 44 USPQ2d 1023, 1027-28 (Fed. Cir. 1997). 
Limitations appearing in the specification but not recited in the claim are not read into the claim. 
In re Prater, 41 5 F.2d 1393, 1404-05, 162 USPQ 541,550-551 (CCPA 1969)" (MPEP p 2100-8, 
c 2, 1 45-48; p 2100-9, c 1, 1 1-4). The Examiner has full latitude to interpret each claim in the 
broadest reasonable sense. The Examiner will reference prior art using terminology familiar to 
one of ordinary skill in the art. Such an approach is broad in concept and can be either explicit or 
implicit in meaning. 

Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments filed in the amendment filed 1/31/08, have been fully considered 
but are found not persuasive. See Remarks below. 

Claim objections 

It appears that applicant's response is non-complaint. In the office action cited 2/6/07 the 
examiner objected to claim 22 as being dependent upon itself. In the subsequent action by the 
representative filed 4/24/07 it was fixed, however it reappears in claim listing cited by applicant 
9/24/07 and 1/31/08. Applicant is cautioned that such behavior is non-complaint with office 
policies. For the sake of advancing prosecution the examiner will simply object again. 



Application/Control Number: 09/847,382 
Art Unit: 2155 



Page 3 



Applicant's invention as claimed : 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 
The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(a) the invention was known or used by others in this country, or patented or described in a printed publication in this 
or a foreign country, before the invention thereof by the applicant for a patent. 

Claim 30 is rejected under 35 U.S.C 102(a) as being anticipated by Huffaker et al 
(June 3, 2000). 

Regarding claim 30, a method of providing information related to one or more networks 
(Huffaker: page 1, Abstract: visualizing network data), the method comprising: 

displaying on a display a plurality of filter criteria, wherein the plurality of filter criteria 
comprise a selectable list of a plurality of status levels (Huffaker: page 10, Fig. 1 1; Page 3; 
visualization features); 

receiving a user selection of one or more of the plurality of filter criteria, including a 
selection of at least one of said status levels (Huffaker: page 10, Fig. 11; Page 3; visualization 
features); 

selectively applying said selected plurality of filter criteria to retrieve network device 
information related to a plurality of network devices in said one or more networks which satisfy 
said selected filter criteria (Huffaker: pages 8-10; input data); and 

creating for display on a single display page a visual representation of said network 
device information (Huffaker: pages 8-10; visualization features), said visual representation 
comprising a first segment which is visually distinguishable from a second network segment by 
indicia (Huffaker: Fig. 1 1 shows a network segments visually distinguishable by space and 
connection lines), wherein said visual representation of the first and second network segments 
comprises a plurality of icons representing the plurality of network devices which satisfy said 
selected filter criteria (Huffaker: pages 8-10; colors, paths, nodes), wherein the indicia does not 
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connect any of the plurality of icons (Huffaker: Fig. 1 1) and wherein said visual representation 
illustrates connectivity of said displayed plurality of network devices and illustrates a first 
connection between the first and second network segments (Huffaker: Fig. 1 1). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 1-4, 9-14, 16-19, 21-29 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable by Huffaker et al (June 3, 2000) in view of 7,127,743 by Khanolkar et al. 

Regarding claim 1 , 

The Huffaker reference teaches a method of providing information related to one or more 
networks (Huffaker: page 1, Abstract: visualizing network data), the method comprising: 

displaying on a display a plurality of filter criteria (Huffaker: page 10, Fig. 11; Page 3; 
visualization features); 

receiving a user selection of the plurality of filter criteria (Huffaker: page 10, Fig. 1 1 ; 
Page 3; visualization features), 

selectively applying said selected plurality of filter criteria to retrieve network device 
information related to the plurality of network devices in said one or more networks which 
satisfy said criteria (Huffaker: pages 8-10; input data); 

creating for display on a single display page a visual representation of said network 
device information (Huffaker: pages 8-10; visualization features), said visual representation 
comprising a first segment which is visually distinguishable from a second network segment by 
indicia (Huffaker: Fig. 1 1 shows a network segments visually distinguishable by space and 
connection lines), wherein said visual representation of the first and second network segments 
comprises a plurality of icons representing the plurality of network devices which satisfy said 
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filter criteria (Huffaker: pages 8-10; colors, paths, nodes), and wherein said visual representation 
illustrates connectivity of said displayed plurality of network devices and illustrates a first 
connection between the first and second network segments in order to provide a simplified view 
to optimize network resources (Huffaker: Fig, 1 1). 

The Huffaker reference fails to teach at least one of device type and device status. 

However, the Khanolkar reference teaches displaying on a display a plurality of filter 
criteria, wherein in the plurality of filter criteria comprise a first selectable list of network device 
types (Khanolkar: col. 8, lines 66- col. 9, line 13; particular devices) and a second selectable list 
of a plurality of status levels for each of a plurality of network devices in said one or more 
networks (Khanolkar: col. 8, lines 66- col. 9, line 13; event types); 1 

receiving a user selection of the plurality of filter criteria, including a selection of at least 
one of the network device types and at least one of said status levels (Khanolkar: col. 8, lines 66- 
col. 9, line 13) in order to allow the user to focus on a particular set of devices or events 
(Khanolkar: col. 9, lines 6-9). 

It would have been obvious at the time of the invention to one of ordinary skill in the art 
to create the visual representation of the network as taught by Huffaker to include filter criteria 
based on device type and device status as taught by Khanolkar because it would allow one to 
focus on a particular set of devices or events (Khanolkar: col. 9, lines 6-9). 

Regarding claim 2, the method of claim 1, wherein said retrieving network device information 
comprises: 

retrieving network segment information for each of said network devices which satisfy 
said filter criteria (Huffaker: filter to display; limiting display), said network segment 
information defining which of said first or second network segments to which said each of said 
network devices is physically connected (Fig.s 9-11). 

Regarding claim 3, the method of claim 2, wherein said creating said visual representation of 
said network device information comprises: 

creating said visual representation based on said retrieved network segment information 
(Huffaker: pages 8-10; input files; page 14). 
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Regarding claim 4, the method of claim 3, wherein said network segment information includes 
information related to said first or second segments, and wherein said creating said visual 
representation of said network device information comprises: 

creating said visual representation whereby said visual representation is divided into said 
first or second segments (Huffaker: Fig. 5). 

Regarding claim 9, the method of claim 1, wherein said retrieving network device information 
further comprises: 

retrieving said network device information from a database (Huffaker: pages 1-2). 

Regarding claim 10, the method of claim 1, wherein said plurality of filter criteria comprises: 
at least one node type (Huffaker: page 3-5; root nodes- non-root nodes). 

Regarding claim 1 1, the method of claim 10, wherein said plurality of filter criteria includes at 
least one node attribute (Huffaker: page 3-1 1). 

Regarding claim 12, the method of claim 1 1, wherein said at least one node attribute comprises 
at least one node status (Huffaker: page 3-11; root or non-root). 

Regarding claim 13, the method of claim 1, further comprising: displaying said visual 
representation (Huffaker: page 1 ; abstract). 

Regarding claim 21, the method of claim 1, wherein the visual representation further comprises a 
third network which is visually distinguishable from the first and second network segments by 
indicia (Huffaker: Fig. 1 1 shows a network segments visually distinguishable by space and 
connection lines, different clusters connected through paths as seen). 
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Regarding claim 22, the method of claim 22, wherein said visual representation of the third 
network segment comprises a plurality of icons representing the plurality of network devices 
which satisfy said selected filter criteria, and wherein said visual representation illustrates 
connectivity of said displayed plurality of network devices and illustrates a second connection 
between the third network segment and either the first or second network segment (Huffaker: 
Fig. 1 1 shows a network segments visually distinguishable by space and connection lines). 

Regarding claim 27, the method of claim 1, wherein the indicia does not connect any of the 
plurality of icons (Huffaker: Fig. 11). 

Regarding claim 14, a network management node connected to one or more networks (Huffaker: 

page 1, Abstract: visualizing network data), said network management node comprising: 

a plurality of modules stored on a computer readable medium (Huffaker: pages 1-2); and 
a database storing information related to a plurality of network devices in said one or 

more networks (Huffaker: pages 1-2), wherein said plurality of modules are operable to 

displaying on a display a plurality of filter criteria (Huffaker: page 10, Fig. 1 1 ; Page 3; 

visualization features); 

receiving a user selection of the plurality of filter criteria (Huffaker: page 10, Fig. 11; 
Page 3; visualization features), 

store filter information regarding said selection of filter criteria in the database (Huffaker: 
page 10; stored customized labels; otter storage); 

selectively applying said selected plurality of filter criteria to retrieve network device 
information based on said information from said database (Huffaker: pages 8-10); 

create a visual representation comprising a first network segment which is visually 
distinguishable from a second network segment by indicia (Huffaker: pages 8-10; Fig. 1 1), 
wherein said visual representation of the first or second network segments comprises a plurality 
of icons representing the plurality of network devices which satisfy said filter criteria (Huffaker: 
Fig. 1 1 shows a network segments visually distinguishable by space and connection lines), and 
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wherein said visual representation illustrates connectivity of said displayed plurality of network 
devices and illustrates a first connection between the first and second network segments 
(Huffaker: Fig. 1 1 shows a network segments visually distinguishable by space and connection 
lines). 

The Huffaker reference fails to teach at least one of device type and device status. 
However, the Khanolkar reference teaches 

displaying on a display a plurality of filter criteria, wherein in the plurality of filter 
criteria comprises a first selectable list of network device types (Khanolkar: col. 8, lines 66- col. 
9, line 13; particular devices) and a second selectable list of a plurality of status levels for each of 
a plurality of network devices in said one or more networks (Khanolkar: col. 8, lines 66- col. 9, 
line 13; event types); 

receiving a user selection of the plurality of filter criteria, including a selection of at least 
one of the network device types and at least one of said status levels (Khanolkar: col. 8, lines 66- 
col. 9, line 1 3) in order to allow the user to focus on a particular set of devices or events 
(Khanolkar: col. 9, lines 6-9). 

It would have been obvious at the time of the invention to one of ordinary skill in the art 
to create the visual representation of the network as taught by Huffaker to include filter criteria 
as taught by Khanolkar because it would allow one to focus on a particular set of devices or 
events (Khanolkar: col. 9, lines 6-9). 

Regarding claim 16, the network management node of claim 14, further comprising: 

a network interface operable to transmit said visual representation of said network device 
information over the Internet (Huffaker: Fig. 1 1). 

Regarding claim 23, the network management node of claim 14, wherein the visual 
representation further comprises a third network which is visually distinguishable from the first 
and second network segments by indicia (Huffaker: Fig. 1 1). 
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Regarding claim 24, the network management node of claim 23, wherein said visual 
representation of the third network segment comprises a plurality of icons representing the 
plurality of network devices which satisfy said selected filter criteria, and wherein said visual 
representation illustrates connectivity of said displayed plurality of network devices and 
illustrates a second connection between the third network segment and either the first or second 
network segment (Huffaker: Fig. 1 1). 

Regarding claim 28, the network management node of claim 14, wherein the indicia does not 
connect any of the plurality of icons (Huffaker: Fig. 1 1). 

Regarding claim 17, a computer readable storage device on which is stored a program, 
the program performing a method for providing information related to one or more networks 
(Huffaker: page 1, Abstract: visualizing network data), the method comprising: 

displaying on a display a plurality of filter criteria (Huffaker: page 10, Fig. 1 1 ; Page 3; 
visualization features); 

receiving a user selection of the plurality of filter criteria (Huffaker: page 10, Fig. 1 1; 
Page 3; visualization features), 

selectively applying said selected plurality of Filter criteria to retrieve network device 
information based on said selected criteria, said network device information being related to one 
or more network devices in said the plurality of networks (Huffaker: pages 8-10; input data); 

creating a visual representation a first network segment which is visually distinguishable 
from a second network segment by indicia (Huffaker: pages 8-10; Fig. 1 1), wherein said visual 
representation of the first and second network segments comprises a plurality of icons 
representing the plurality of network devices which satisfy said filter criteria (Huffaker: Fig. 1 1 
shows a network segments visually distinguishable by space and connection lines), and wherein 
said visual representation illustrates connectivity of said displayed plurality of network devices 
and illustrates a first connection between the first and second network segments (Huffaker: Fig. 
1 1 shows a network segments visually distinguishable by space and connection lines). 
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The Huffaker reference fails to teach at least one of device type and device status. 
However, the Khanolkar reference teaches: 

displaying on a display a plurality of filter criteria, wherein in the plurality of filter 
criteria comprise a first selectable list of network device types (Khanolkar: col 8, lines 66- col. 
9, line 13; particular devices) and a second selectable list of a plurality of status levels for each of 
a plurality of network devices in said one or more networks (Khanolkar: col. 8, lines 66- col. 9, 
line 13; event types); 

receiving a user selection of the plurality of filter criteria, including a selection of at least 
one of the network device types and at least one of said status levels (Khanolkar: col. 8, lines 66- 
col. 9, line 13) in order to allow the user to focus on a particular set of devices or events 
(Khanolkar: col. 9, lines 6-9). 

It would have been obvious at the time of the invention to one of ordinary skill in the art 
to create the visual representation of the network as taught by Huffaker to include filter criteria 
as taught by Khanolkar because it would allow one to focus on a particular set of devices or 
events (Khanolkar: col. 9, lines 6-9), 

Regarding claim 18, the computer readable medium of claim 17, wherein said plurality of filter 
criteria comprises: at least one node type (Huffaker: page 3-5; root nodes- non-root nodes). 

Regarding claim 19, the computer readable medium of claim 18, wherein said plurality of filter 
criteria comprises: node status, and at least one status level (Huffaker: page 3-5; root nodes- non- 
root nodes). 

Regarding claim 25, the computer readable medium of claim 17, wherein the visual 
representation further comprises a third network which is visually distinguishable from the first 
and second network segments by indicia (Huffaker: Fig. 1 1). 

Regarding claim 26, the computer readable medium of claim 25, wherein said visual 
representation of the third network segment comprises a plurality of icons representing the 
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plurality of network devices which satisfy said selected filter criteria, and wherein said visual 
representation illustrates connectivity of said displayed plurality of network devices and 
illustrates a second connection between the third network segment and either the first or second 
network segment (Huffaker: Fig. 1 1). 

Regarding claim 29, the computer readable storage device of claim 17, wherein the indicia does 
not connect any of the plurality of icons (Huffaker: Fig. 1 1). 

REMARKS 

Applicant has made minor amendments to the independent claims and argued the 
combination as being improper as well as not taught by the combination. 

The Applicant Argues : 

1) The rejection under 35 U.S.C. 103 is Prima Facie Improper. 

2) The examiner has failed to proper support the proposed combination. 

3) The proposed combination still does not teach all the independent elements. 
In response , the examinerjespectfully submits: 

The examiner has careful examined applicant's arguments and finds the arguments 
unfounded. The combination is proper and all the limitations are addressed, therefore the 
rejection is maintained. 

1) It appears that applicant is either mischaracterizing the rejection or that applicant may 
be misreading the office action. In the office action, the examiner has pointed to all the 
limitations of displaying, receiving, retrieving, and displaying network data based on filter 
criteria taught by Huffaker. Huffaker does teach "displaying on a display a plurality of filter 
criteria" see Huffaker: page 10, Fig. 1 1; Page 3; visualization features where it details filter 
criteria from a menu as well as customizing view, step by step display, and graphing layouts. 

The only admitted deficiency of Huffaker is "the Huffaker reference fails to teach at least 
one of device type and device status" with respect to filter criteria. This deficiency is easily 
taught by the Khanolkar reference. 

The Khanolkar reference teaches displaying on a display a plurality of filter criteria, wherein in the 
plurality of filter criteria comprise a first selectable list of network device types (Khanolkar: col. 8, lines 
66- col. 9, line 13; particular devices) and a second selectable list of a plurality of status levels for each of a 
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plurality of network devices in said one or more networks (Khanolkar: col. 8, lines 66- col. 9, line 13; event 
types); 

receiving a user selection of the plurality of filter criteria, including a selection of at least one of the 
network device types and at least one of said status levels (Khanolkar: col. 8, lines 66- col. 9, line 13) in 
order to allow the user to focus on a particular set of devices or events (Khanolkar: col. 9, lines 6-9). 

The examiner maintains that the combination is proper and consistent. Haffaker and 
Khanolkar are analogous art both involved in computer network systems and are both directed to 
monitoring networks. The obvious statement has been more detailed to better clarify the 
intentions of the examiner but the rejection remains the same. 

It would have been obvious at the time of the invention to one of ordinary skill in the art to create the visual 
representation of the network as taught by Huffaker to include filter criteria based on device type and 
device status as taught by Khanolkar because it would allow one to focus on a particular set of devices or 
events (Khanolkar: col. 9, lines 6-9). 

2) . The combination between Huffaker and Khanolkar is proper. The examiner is curious 
as to why applicant is now arguing this feature after not mentioning it in two previous office 
actions. As stated above the combination is proper with proper motivation. While the applicant 
has argued the differences between the references, the examiner brings to the attention of 
applicant that both references are analogous in subject matter because both pertain to monitoring 
and analysis of networks. Both provide filter criteria and both display network data to the user. 
The Khanolkar reference is merely used to provide evidence of an obvious variation of Huffaker. 

Further claim 30 is broader in scope than 1, 14 or 17 and does not contain the features of 
device type or device status, supporting the anticipation rejection. 

3) The applicant is taking a piece-meal and narrow interpretation of the rejection. The 
Huffaker and Khanolkar each teach filter criteria. Khanolkar is relied upon to teach filter criteria 
based on device type and device station. 

The references teach " selectively applying said selected plurality of filter criteria to 
retrieve network device information related to the plurality of network devices in said one or 
more networks which satisfy said criteria" in Huffaker: pages 8-10; input data. Huffaker shows 
users interacting with the otter system to display the network data differently. Figure 1 1 
specifically shows a user adjusting and changing attributes and coloring for display. User's 
selecting binary coloring and masking and enter in new attributes for displaying the data. 
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Huffaker teaches 'selectively' applying because the user interacts with the Otter system to select 
and modify attribute groups for display. 

The examiner believes prosecution to be stalled in this application. All issues seem to be 
repeated and no substantial amendments are given. The examiner has evaluated applicant's 
specification and can find no novel features. The examiner encourages applicant to appeal. 

Conclusion 

Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in this 
Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP § 706.07(a). 
Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1 . 1 36(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the date of this 
final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Benjamin R. Bruckart whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
3982. The examiner can normally be reached on 9:00-5:30PM. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Saleh Najjar can be reached on (571) 272-4006. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 

Benjamin R Bruckart 
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